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AMENDMENT NO. 1530

(Purpose: To redesignate the National
School Lunch Act as the ‘“Richard B. Rus-
sell National School Lunch Act”)

At the end of the bill, insert the following:

SEC. . REDESIGNATION OF NATIONAL
SCHOOL LUNCH ACT AS RICHARD B. RUSSELL
NATIONAL SCHOOL LUNCH AcCT.—(a) IN GEN-
ERAL.—The first section of the National
School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘National School
Lunch Act” and inserting ‘‘Richard B. Rus-
sell National School Lunch Act”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The fol-
lowing provisions of law are amended by
striking ‘‘National School Lunch Act’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Richard B.
Russell National School Lunch Act’’:

(1) Sections 3 and 13(3)(A) of the Com-
modity Distribution Reform Act and WIC
Amendments of 1987 (7 U.S.C. 612c note; Pub-
lic Law 100-237).

(2) Section 404 of the Agricultural Act of
1949 (7 U.S.C. 1424).

(3) Section 201(a) of the Act entitled ‘‘An
Act to extend the Agricultural Trade Devel-
opment and Assistance Act of 1954, and for
other purposes’’, approved September 21, 1959
(7 U.S.C. 1431c(a); T3 Stat. 610).

(4) Section 211(a) of the Agricultural Trade
Suspension Adjustment Act of 1980 (7 U.S.C.
4004(a)).

(5) Section 245A(h)(4)(A) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 TU.S.C.
1255a(h)(4)(A)).

(6) Sections 403(c)(2)(C), 422(b)(3), 423(d)(3),
741(a)(1), and 742 of the Personal Responsi-
bility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation
Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1613(c)(2)(C), 1632(b)(3),
1183a note, 42 U.S.C. 1751 note, 8 U.S.C. 1615;
Public Law 104-193).

(7) Section 2243(b) of title 10, United States
Code.

(8) Sections 404B(g)(1)(A), 404D(c)(2), and
404F(a)(2) of the Higher Education Act of 1965
(20 U.S.C. 1070a-22(g)(1)(A), 1070a-24(c)(2),
1070a—26(a)(2); Public Law 105-244).

(9) Section 231(d)(3)(A)(i) of the Carl D.
Perkins Vocational Education Act (20 U.S.C.
2341(A)(3)(A)X(1)).
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(10) Section 1113(a)(5) of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 6313(a)(b)).

(11) Section 1397E(d)(4)(A)(iv)(II) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986.

(12) Sections 254(b)(2)(B) and 263(a)(2)(C) of
the Job Training Partnership Act (29 U.S.C.
1633(b)(2)(B), 1643(a)(2)(C)).

(13) Section 3803(c)(2)(C)(xiii) of title 31,
United States Code.

(14) Section 602(d)(9)(A) of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (40 U.S.C. 474(d)(9)(A)).

(15) Sections 2(4), 3(1), and 301 of the
Healthy Meals for Healthy Americans Act of
1994 (42 U.S.C. 1751 note; Public Law 103-448).

(16) Sections 3, 4, 7, 10, 13, 16(b), 17, and
19(d) of the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 (42
U.S.C. 1772, 1773, 1776, 1779, 1782, 1785(b), 1786,
1788(d)).

(17) Section 6580(b)(3) of the Child Care and
Development Block Grant Act of 1990 (42
U.S.C. 9858m(b)(3)).

(18) Subsection (b) of the first section of
Public Law 87-688 (48 U.S.C. 1666(b)).

(19) Section 10405(a)(2)(H) of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989 (Public
Law 101-239; 103 Stat. 2489).

AMENDMENT NO. 1531
(Purpose: To provide additional funding for
the Watershed and Flood Preventions and
earmark funds for financial and technical
assistance for pilot rehabilitation projects
in Mississippi)

On page 33, line 15 after the period, insert
the following: ‘‘: Provided further, That of the
funds available for Emergency Watershed
Protection activities, $5,000,000 shall be
available for Mississippi and Wisconsin for
financial and technical assistance for pilot
rehabilitation projects of small, upstream
dams built under the Watershed and Flood
Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 1001 et seq., Sec-
tion 13 of the Act of December 22, 1994) Pub-
lic Law 78-534; 58 Stat. 905, and the pilot wa-
tershed program authorized under the head-
ing ‘FLOOD PREVENTION’ of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1954,
(Public Law 156; 67 Stat 214)”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1532
(Purpose: To increase the fee on guaranteed
business and industry loans thereby reduc-
ing the subsidy costs)
On page 41, line 6, insert the following be-
fore the period: ‘‘: Provided further, That
none of the funds appropriated under this

paragraph shall be available unless the De-
partment of Agriculture proposes a revised
regulation to allow leaders to be charged a
fee of up to 3% on guaranteed business and
industry loans’’.

AMENDMENT NO. 1533

(Purpose: To provide at least twenty five
percent of the appropriated funds to small
minority farmers for cooperatives)

On page 42, line 7, insert the following be-
fore the period: ‘‘: Provided, That at least
twenty-five percent of the total amount ap-
propriated shall be made available to co-
operatives or associations of cooperatives
that assist small minority producers’.

AMENDMENT NO. 1534

(Purpose: To amend the National Drought
Policy Act of 1998, to make a technical cor-
rection)

At the appropriate place in the bill, add
the following new section:

SEC. . Public Law 105-199 (112 Stat. 641) is
amended in section 3(b)(1)(G) by striking
“persons’, and inserting in lieu thereof
‘“‘governors, who may be represented on the
Commission by their respective designees,”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1535
(Purpose: To require the expenditure of ap-
propriated funds for certain enforcement
activities)

On page 55, line 5, strike the semicolon and
insert the following: ¢, of which $1,000,000
shall be for premarket review, enforcement
and oversight activities related to users and
manufacturers of all reprocessed medical de-
vices as authorized by the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321 et
seq.), and of which no less than $55,500,000
and 522 full-time equivalent positions shall
be for premarket application review activi-
ties to meet statutory review times;”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1536
(Purpose: Expressing the sense of the Senate
concerning the United States Action Plan
on Food Security)

On page 76, between lines 6 and 7, insert
the following:

SEC. 7. SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING AC-
TION PLAN ON FOOD SECURITY.

It is the sense of the Senate that the Presi-
dent should include in the fiscal year 2001
budget request funding to implement the
United States Action Plan on Food Security.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this Sat-
urday, August 7 will mark the tenth
anniversary of the death of Congress-
man Mickey Leland, who was an ex-
traordinarily effective advocate for the
hungry people here at home and
throughout the world. In remembering
his tireless work for the hungry, I
think it is fitting to redouble our own
efforts to fight hunger and malnutri-
tion.

The United States recently released
its plan to reduce hunger. I am offering
an amendment today to ask that the
President include in his budget request
next year specific proposals to imple-
ment the U.S. plan.

In November 1996 the United Nations
Food and Agriculture Organization
convened a World Food Summit in
Rome. The goal of the conference was
to ‘‘renew the commitment of world
leaders at the highest level to the
eradication of hunger and malnutrition
and the achievement of food security
for all, through the adoption of con-
certed policies and actions at global,
regional, and national levels.” Summit
participants pledged to cut the number
of undernourished people in half by
2015. Each participating country was to
decide independently how it could con-
tribute to the goal of food security for
all.

This March of this year, the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture published the
U.S. government’s plan to meet the
goals of the 1996 World Food Summit,
entitled U.S. Action Plan on Food Se-
curity, Solutions to Hunger. The plan
outlines how the United States will
fight hunger both at home and abroad.
The plan is broad and involves a num-
ber of U.S. agencies and policies. It
aims to reduce both U.S. and world
hunger by addressing the ‘‘policy envi-
ronment,” promoting trade and invest-
ment, strengthening food security re-
search and educational capacity, inte-
grating environmental concerns into
food security efforts, improving the
“‘safety net,” better identifying ‘‘food
insecure” individuals and populations,
and addressing food and water safety
issues.

The USDA report was issued after the
President had already submitted his
budget. Many of the recommendations
in the report are policies already in
place and so already addressed in the
President’s budget. The report has
some specific recommendations, but
many are broad principles that need to
be fleshed out to lead to specific ac-
tions.

I want to be sure that this report
does not become one of the many gov-
ernment reports that leads nowhere,
that fulfills the requirements of an
international conference with lofty
goals but little follow-through.

I am offering this amendment today,
which simply says that it is the sense
of the Senate that the President should
include in the fiscal year 2001 budget
request funding to implement this
plan, to encourage the Administration
to submit specific proposals and budget
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requests to follow through on our fight
against hunger.
AMENDMENT NO. 1537

(Purpose: To require the Farm Service Agen-
cy to review programs that provide assist-
ance to apple farmers and report to Con-
gress)

On page 76, between lines 6 and 7, insert
the following:

SEC. 7 . FINANCIAL HARDSHIPS FACING
APPLE FARMERS.—The Farm Service Agen-
cy—

(1) in view of the financial hardship facing
United States apple farmers as a result of a
loss of markets and excessive imports of
apple juice concentrate, shall review all pro-
grams that assist apple growers in time of
need;

(2) in view of the increased operating costs
associated with tree fruit production, shall
review the limits currently set on operating
loan programs used by apple growers to de-
termine whether the current limits are in-
sufficient to cover those costs; and

(3) shall report to Congress its findings not
later than January 1, 2000.

AMENDMENT NO. 1538
(Purpose: To provide additional funding for
fruit fly exclusion and detection, with an
offset)

On page 18, line 12, strike ‘‘$437,445,000”’ and
insert ‘‘$439,445,000.

On page 18, line 19, after the colon, insert
the following ‘‘Provided further, That, of the
amounts made available under this heading,
not less than $24,970,000 shall be used for
fruit fly exclusion and detection (including
at least $6,000,000 for fruit fly exclusion and
detection in the state of Florida):”’.

On page 20, line 16, strike $7,200,000” and
insert ‘$5,200,000°.

AMENDMENT NO. 1539

On page 36 of S. 1233, line 3 after the word
‘“‘systems:” insert the following: ‘‘Provided
further, That of the total amount appro-
priated, not to exceed $1,500,000 shall be
available to the Grassroots project:”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1540
(Purpose: To provide funding for sustainable
agriculture research and a research pro-
gram on improved fruit practices in the

State of Michigan, with an offset)

On page 13, line 13, strike ‘‘$54,476,000”’ and
insert ‘‘$54,951,000"".

On page 13, line 16, strike ‘“$117,100,000”’ and
insert ‘‘$116,625,000"".

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I am
pleased the managers have accepted
the amendment that I introduced add-
ing funds for existing research pro-
grams under the Cooperative State Re-
search, Education, and Extension Serv-
ice (CSREES) to help identify and de-
velop alternatives for pesticides that
are currently necessary for fruit pro-
duction and whose use is likely to be
restricted under the Food Quality Pro-
tection Act. This research program has
provided much needed support to
Michigan’s fruit producers, and I thank
the managers for allowing it to con-
tinue. It is my understanding that the
full amount of the cost of this program
will come from the ‘‘Markets, trade,
and policy’’ section of the CSREES re-
search grants, which currently is
undersubscribed. It is also my hope
that the additional research funds that
I sought for another ongoing CSREES
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research project to help farmers reduce
their use of fertilizer and pesticide in-
puts can be secured in conference.

AMENDMENT NO. 1541

At the end of the bill insert:

SEC. . Section 889 of the Federal Agri-
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996
is amended—

(1) in the heading, by inserting “HARRY K.
DUPREE” before “STUTTGART”;

(2) in subsection (b)(1)—

(A) in the heading, by inserting ‘“HARRY
K. DUPREE” before “STUTTGART’’; and

(B) in subparagraphs (A) and (B), by insert-
ing “Harry K. Dupree’ before ‘‘Stuttgart Na-
tional Aquaculture Research Center” each
place it appears.

AMENDMENT NO. 1542
(Purpose: To provide $300,000 for climate
change research at the Florida Center for
Climate Prediction at Florida State Uni-
versity, the University of Florida and the

University of Miami with an offset)

On Page 13, Line 16, strike ‘$116,625,000”
and insert ‘“$116,325,000"".

On Page 14, Line 19, strike ¢‘$13,666,000”’ and
insert ‘‘$13,966,000°".

Mr. MACK. Mr. President, I rise
today in strong support of the amend-
ment my colleague from Florida, Sen-
ator GRAHAM, and I have offered on be-
half of the Florida Center for Climate
Prediction.

The Center is a consortium between
the TUniversity of Florida, Florida
State University and the University of
Miami to study climate variability in
the Southeast region. The objective of
this unique partnership is to explore
the potential value and practical appli-
cation for long-term climate data and
science to the agricultural community
in my state and throughout the South-
east.

The consortium’s purpose is to de-
velop and evaluate a useful set of tools
and methodologies for assessing the re-
gional agricultural consequences of the
El Nino/La Nina phenomenons and ap-
plying these forecasts to agricultural
decision-making. This is a truly inno-
vative project and I am pleased this
partnership is making good progress on
these important agricultural issues.

Our amendment will provide $300,000
in funding for the Center in the Federal
administration section of the Coopera-
tive State Research and Education, and
extension Service [CSREES]—Research
and Education Activities section of the
bill before us today. I appreciate the
support my colleagues on the Appro-
priations Committee provided this im-
portant research initiative.

AMENDMENT NO. 1543
(Purpose: To provide that certain cross-coun-
ty leasing provisions apply to Kentucky
and to release and protect the release of
tobacco production and marketing infor-
mation)

On page 76, between lines 6 and 7, insert
the following:

SEC. 7 . TOBACCO LEASING AND INFORMA-
TION.—(a) CROSS-COUNTY LEASING.—Section
319(1) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of
1938 (7 U.S.C. 1314e(1)) is amended in the sec-
ond sentence by inserting ¢, Kentucky,”
after “‘Tennessee’.

(b) ToBACCO PRODUCTION AND MARKETING
INFORMATION.—Part I of subtitle B of title III
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of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (7

U.S.C. 1311 et seq.) is amended by adding at

the end the following:

“SEC. 320D. TOBACCO PRODUCTION AND MAR-
KETING INFORMATION.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, the Secretary may,
subject to subsection (b), release marketing
information submitted by persons relating to
the production and marketing of tobacco to
State trusts or similar organizations en-
gaged in the distribution of national trust
funds to tobacco producers and other persons
with interests associated with the produc-
tion of tobacco, as determined by the Sec-
retary.

““(b) LIMITATIONS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Information may be re-
leased under subsection (a) only to the ex-
tent that—

‘“(A) the release is in the interest of to-
bacco producers, as determined by the Sec-
retary; and

‘(B) the information is released to a State
trust or other organization that is created
to, or charged with, distributing funds to to-
bacco producers or other parties with an in-
terest in tobacco production or tobacco
farms under a national or State trust or set-
tlement.

‘(2) EXEMPTION FROM RELEASE.—The Sec-
retary shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, in advance of making a release of in-
formation under subsection (a), allow, by an-
nouncement, a period of at least 15 days for
persons whose consent would otherwise be
required by law to effectuate the release, to
elect to be exempt from the release.

‘‘(c) ASSISTANCE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In making a release
under subsection (a), the Secretary may pro-
vide such other assistance with respect to in-
formation released under subsection (a) as
will facilitate the interest of producers in re-
ceiving the funds that are the subject of a
trust described in subsection (a).

‘“(2) FuNDS.—The Secretary shall use
amounts made available for salaries and ex-
penses of the Department to carry out para-
graph (1).

‘(d) RECORDS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person that obtains in-
formation described in subsection (a) shall
maintain records that are consistent with
the purposes of the release and shall not use
the records for any purpose not authorized
under this section.

‘“(2) PENALTY.—A person that knowingly
violates this subsection shall be fined not
more than $10,000, imprisoned not more than
1 year, or both.

‘‘(e) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply to—

‘(1) records submitted by cigarette manu-
facturers with respect to the production of
cigarettes;

‘“(2) records that were submitted as ex-
pected purchase intentions in connection
with the establishment of national tobacco
quotas; or

‘“(3) records that aggregate the purchases
of particular buyers.”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1544
(Purpose: To modify Section 739 of the bill)

On page 70, strike lines 3 through 10, and
insert in lieu thereof:

“SEC. 739. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to declare excess or surplus all or
part of the lands and facilities owned by the
federal government and administered by the
Secretary of Agriculture at Fort Reno, Okla-
homa, or to transfer or convey such lands or
facilities, without the specific authorization
of Congress.”’.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1545

(Purpose: To appropriate $500,000 for the Ne-
vada Arid Rangelands Initiative to develop
research and educational programs to man-
age healthy and productive rangelands,
provide abundant renewable natural re-
sources, and support the economic develop-
ment of the rangelands in a sustainable
manner)

On page 13, line 16, strike the figure
€‘$116,325,000 and insert in lieu thereof the
figure ‘$115,825,000” and on page 13, line 13,
strike the figure ¢$54,951,000” and insert in
lieu thereof the figure ‘‘$55,451,000"".

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today
to seek amendment to the allocation
for special grants for agricultural re-
search under the Cooperative State Re-
search, Education, and Extension Serv-
ice, Research and Education Activities.
I respectfully request that $500,000 be
added to this activity to fund the Ne-
vada Arid Rangelands Initiative at the
University of Nevada, Reno. This pro-
gram is critical to Nevada, which has a
higher percentage of its lands classified
as arid rangeland than any other state
in the union.

The mission of the Nevada Arid
Rangelands Initiative is to develop re-
search, management, and educational
programs to promote healthy and pro-
ductive rangelands and to support eco-
nomic development of these rangelands
in a sustainable manner. Healthy, pro-
ductive rangelands are critical to the
support of many rural families and
communities and important to Ne-
vada’s quality of life.

The rangelands of Nevada are at risk
from many factors including com-
peting demands for water, loss of
scarce riparian vegetation, invasive
weeds, and wildfire. The Nevada Arid
Rangelands Initiative will seek to de-
velop innovative strategies for such
items as simplified methods to assess
rangeland health, the development of
watershed grazing strategies, control
of invasive weeds and the use of vegeta-
tive management strategies to control
wildfire.

This money should be included in the
following account: ‘“‘Competitive Re-
search Grants, Natural Resources and
the Environment.”

AMENDMENT NO. 1546

On page 13, line 13, increase the dollar
amount by $750,000; and
On page 13, line 16, decrease the dollar

amount by $750,000.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I
thank my good friend from Mississippi,
the chairman of the Agriculture Appro-
priations committee, for his leadership
on this bill and for his accepting this
amendment.

This amendment reduces funding
from the National Research Initiative
Competitive Grants Program (NRI) on
Nutrition, Food Quality and Health in
order to target $750,000 for the continu-
ation of Next Generation Detection and
Information Systems for food patho-
gens and toxins at Auburn University,
Auburn, Alabama.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1547

(Purpose: To promote eligibility to Berlin,

New Hampshire for a rural utilities grant

or loan under the Rural Community Ad-

vancement Program)

At the end of the bill, add the following:

“SEC. . That notwithstanding section
306(a)(7) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1926 (a)(7)), the
city of Berlin, New Hampshire, shall be eligi-
ble during fiscal year 2000 for a rural utilities
grant or loan under the Rural Community
Advancement Program.”’.

AMENDMENT NO. 1548
(Purpose: To authorize the Cranberry Mar-
keting Committee to conduct paid adver-
tising for cranberries and cranberry prod-
ucts and to authorize the Secretary of Ag-
riculture and the Committee to collect
cranberry inventory data)

On page 76, between lines 6 and 7, insert
the following:

SEC. 7 . CRANBERRY MARKETING OR-
DERS.—(a) PAID ADVERTISING FOR CRAN-
BERRIES AND CRANBERRY PRODUCTS.—Section
8c(6)(I) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act (7
U.S.C. 608c(6)(I)), reenacted with amend-
ments by the Agricultural Marketing Agree-
ment Act of 1937, is amended in the first pro-
viso—

(1) by striking ‘‘or Florida grown straw-
berries”” and inserting ‘, Florida grown
strawberries, or cranberries’’; and

(2) by striking ‘“‘and Florida Indian River
grapefruit’”” and inserting ‘‘Florida Indian
River grapefruit, and cranberries”’.

(b) COLLECTION OF CRANBERRY INVENTORY
DATA.—Section 8d of the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act (7 U.S.C. 608d), reenacted with
amendments by the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, is amended by adding
at the end the following:

¢“(3) COLLECTION OF CRANBERRY INVENTORY
DATA.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—If an order is in effect
with respect to cranberries, the Secretary of
Agriculture may require persons engaged in
the handling or importation of cranberries or
cranberry products (including producer-han-
dlers, second handlers, processors, brokers,
and importers) to provide such information
as the Secretary considers necessary to ef-
fectuate the declared policy of this title, in-
cluding information on acquisitions, inven-
tories, and dispositions of cranberries and
cranberry products.

‘(B) DELEGATION TO COMMITTEE.—The Sec-
retary may delegate the authority to carry
out subparagraph (A) to any committee that
is responsible for administering an order cov-
ering cranberries.

‘‘(C) CONFIDENTIALITY.—Paragraph (2) shall
apply to information provided under this
paragraph.

‘(D) VIOLATIONS.—Any person that vio-
lates this paragraph shall be subject to the
penalties provided under section 8c(14).”.

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President,
this amendment, cosponsored by my
colleague from Oregon and others from
cranberry producing states, amends the
Agriculture Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, giving cranberry producers the
tools they need to meet the challenges
of a rapidly changing marketplace.
Cranberry growers in my state produce
a fruit that is an important portion of
our state’s agriculture economy. De-
spite their economic significance, cran-
berry marshes or bogs are often small
and multi-generational family farms.
In fact, it is not uncommon to find a
grower who is a third, or fourth genera-
tion farmer, working the same ten-acre
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bog that is or her grandparents or
great-grandparents worked in the
twenties or thirties. They have a
strong tradition of independence and
stewardship and have been marvels of
ingenuity and productivity for a long
time.

However, today they are suffering.
Prices are down by forty to sixty per-
cent over the levels of only a year ago.
In some cases the cost of production
exceeds the current value of the har-
vest crop. While cranberry growers
tend to be resilient, many are having
difficulties dealing with these extreme
market conditions.

Our amendment will not solve all of
the problems this industry faces in the
near-term, but we believe it will help
the industry in the long-term. It does
not provide any money or increase the
regulatory controls on industry. How-
ever, the amendment before us today
addresses the problems in the cran-

berry industry in two ways:
First, our amendment would expand

the information-gathering authority of
the Cranberry Marketing Committee
beyond the traditional production
states outlined in the original Cran-
berry Marketing Order. When the order
was first conceived, cranberries were
largely used only as fresh fruit for the
Thanksgiving and Christmas holidays.
As I am sure many of my colleagues
are aware, decades of innovation and
creative marketing by the cranberry
industry has led to a tremendous ex-
pansion of this commodity—mainly
through its use in juices and other
products that are consumed year-
round. Unfortunately, the commodity
reporting mechanisms provided under
the current Cranberry Marketing Order
have not kept up with the growth and
evolution of the industry. Today, vast
amounts of cranberry supplies are im-
ported and processed outside of produc-
tion states that are subject to the
Cranberry Marketing Order. This
handicaps our cranberry growers, who
are unable to obtain accurate informa-
tion about the available supply, and
therefore cannot make the optimum
planting decisions. Our legislation
would correct this by expanding the
Cranberry marketing Committee au-
thority, ultimately enabling growers to
make better production decisions.

A second component of our amend-
ment would add cranberries to the list
of commodities eligible to use funds
raised from domestic procedures for
overseas advertising as part of a ge-
neric marketing promotion program.
Like all other agriculture producers,
cranberry growers know the ability to
effectively market products in the
global marketplace is critical to main-
taining growth and increasing price
stability. Although it is my under-
standing that the Cranberry Marketing
Committee does not currently plan to
initiate such a campaign at this time,
our legislation gives them the flexi-

bility to do so.
Much has been said in recent months

on this floor about the plight of agri-
culture and an ongoing farm crisis
brought about by record low com-
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modity prices. This problem is real and
cranberry producers in small Oregon
coastal towns like Bandon and Coos
Bay have felt it as well. I would like to
urge the Secretary of Agriculture to
get directly involved with the leader-
ship of the industry to try and find
meaningful initiatives that can help
them weather this difficult time and
ensure a healthy industry for a healthy
product.

Mr. President, cranberry growers
know global competition will become
increasingly fierce in the next century,
yet they also know that their future
prosperity will be built upon effective
marketing and production innovation—
not expensive safety nets or reactive
trade barriers. I thank my colleagues
for joining me in support of this
amendment to give cranberry growers
in my state and throughout the nation
the freedom to address the current
farm crisis and pro-actively meet the
challenges of the new century.

AMENDMENT NO. 1549
(Purpose: To authorize Alaska Native tribes
for payment of certain administrative
costs for the Food Stamp Program)

On page 76, line 6, please add the following:

“Beginning in fiscal year 2001 and there-
after:

“SEC. . The Food Stamp Act (P.L. 95-113,
section 16(a)) is amended by inserting after
the phrase ‘Indian reservation under section
11(d) of this Act’ the following new phrase:
‘or in a Native village within the State of
Alaska identified in section 11(b) of Public
Law 92-203, as amended.’.”

AMENDMENT NO. 1550
(Purpose: To amend S. 1233 to require the

Secretary review food packages periodi-

cally and consider including other nutri-

tious foods under the food package pro-
gram for Women, Children and Infants)

At the appropriate place insert the fol-
lowing new section:

“SEC. . It is the Sense of the Senate that
the Secretary of Agriculture shall periodi-
cally review the Food Packages listed at 7
CFR 246.10(c) (1996) and consider including
additional nutritious foods for women, in-
fants and children.”

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I
would like to make a brief statement
concerning my amendment to the fis-
cal year 2000 Agriculture Appropria-
tions bill regarding the Women, In-
fants, and Children nutrition program.
My reading of the regulations imple-
menting this program indicate that
they provide women and their children
with a very limited range of food op-
tions. For example, the only non-dried
vegetable they may chose from is car-
rots. They may eat canned carrots, raw
carrots, and frozen -carrots, but no
other non-dried vegetable is permitted.
Likewise the only meat or fish they
allow is tuna. Salmon, the most heart-
healthy protein source available, is es-
sentially banned along with beef, poul-
try, pork, and other protein sources.

My amendment directs the Secretary
to review the WIC food packages cur-
rently available to pregnant and lac-
tating women and their children and
consider adding new, but nutritious
foods to the list. It is ridiculous to ex-
pect children to eat foods from such a
limited list. Anyone with a picky tod-
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dler knows that a varied diet is critical
to developing healthy eating habits.

Several years ago there was a con-
troversy concerning Congress deciding
which foods should be included in the
WIC package, substituting its judg-
ment for that of nutrition experts at
USDA. This amendment does not man-
date that salmon or any other food be
included on the list. It gives complete
and full discretion to the Secretary to
determine which foods should be in-
cluded. It simply directs him to peri-
odically update the list.

I have worked for years with Dr. Wil-
liam Castelli at the Framington Heart
Study in Massachusetts and know
firsthand the health benefits of salmon.
The omega 3 oils within salmon actu-
ally reduce cholesterol levels, I eat
salmon at least twice a week. I am con-
fident that salmon will meet any
standard that USDA applies without
any additional help from me. When the
nutrition experts see what a wonderful
protein source salmon is, they will
wonder why they didn’t put it on the
list in the first place.

AMENDMENT NO. 1551

(Purpose: To amend S. 1233 to provide for
education grants to Alaska Native serving
institutions and Native Hawaiian serving
institutions)

Amend Title VII-GENERAL PROVISIONS
by inserting a new section as follows:

“SEC. .EDUCATION GRANTS TO ALASKA NATIVE
SERVING INSTITUTIONS AND NATIVE
HAWAIIAN SERVING INSTITUTIONS.

‘(a) EDUCATION GRANTS PROGRAM FOR
ALASKA NATIVE SERVING INSTITUTIONS.—(1)
GRANT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture may make competitive grants (or
grants without regard to any requirement
for competition) to Alaska Native serving in-
stitutions for the purpose of promoting and
stengthening the ability of Alaska Native
serving instituions to carry out education,
applied research, and related community de-
velopment programs.

(2) USE OF GRANT FUNDS. Grants made
under this section shall be used—

(A) to support the activities of consortia of
Alaska Native serving institutions to en-
hance education equity for under represented
students:

(B) to strengthen institutional educational
capacities, including libraries, curriculum,
faculty, scientific instrumentation, instruc-
tion delivery systems, and student recruit-
ment and retention, in order to respond to
identified State, regional, national, or inter-
national educational needs in the food and
agriculture sciences:

(C) to attract and support undergraduate
and graduate students from under rep-
resented groups in order to prepare them for
careers related to the food, agricultural, and
natural resource systems of the United
States, beginning with the mentoring of stu-
dents at the high school level including by
village elders and continuing with the provi-
sion of financial support for students
through their attainment of a doctoral de-
gree; and

(D) to facilitate cooperative initiatives be-
tween two or more Alaska Native serving in-
stitutions, or between Alaska Native serving
institutions and units of State government
or the private sector, to maximize the devel-
opment and use of resources, such as faculty,
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facilities, and equipment, to improve food
and agricultural sciences teaching programs.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
There are authorized to be appropriated to
make grants under this subsection $10,000,000
in fiscal years 2001 through 2006.

‘“(b) EDUCATION GRANTS PROGRAM FOR NA-
TIVE HAWAIIAN SERVING INSTITUTIONS.—(1)
GRANT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture may make competitive grants (or
grants without regard to any requirement
for competition) to Native Hawaiian serving
institutions for the purpose of promoting
and strengthening the ability of Native Ha-
waiian serving institutions to carry our edu-
cation, applied research, and related commu-
nity development programs.

(2) USE OF GRANT FUNDS. Grants made
under this section shall be used—

(A) to support the activities of consortia of
Native Hawaiian serving institutions to en-
hance educational equity for under rep-
resented students:

(B) to strengthen institutional educational
capacities, including libraries, curriculum,
faculty, scientific instrumentation, instruc-
tion deliver systems, and student recruit-
ment and retention, in order to respond to
identified State, regional, national, or inter-
national educational needs in the food and
agriculture sciences:

(C) to attract and support undergraduate
and graduate students from under rep-
resented groups in order to prepare them for
careers related to the food, agricultural, and
natural resources systems of the United
States, beginning with the mentoring of stu-
dents at the high school level and continuing
with the provision of financial support for
students through their attainment of a doc-
toral degree; and

(D) to facilitate cooperative initiatives be-
tween two or more Native Hawaiian serving
institutions, or between Native Hawaiian
serving institutions and units of State gov-
ernment or the private sector, to maximize
the development and use of resources, such
as a faculty, facilities, and equipment, to im-
prove food and agricultural sciences teach-
ing programs.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
There are authorized to be appropriated to
make grants under this subsection $10,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2001 through 2006.

AMENDMENT NO. 1552

(Purpose: To amend S. 1233 to provide a min-
imum allocation of Smith Lever Act funds
to States subject to a special statutory
cost of living adjustment)

At the appropriate place in the bill insert
the following new section:

“SEC. SMITH-LEVER ACT ALLOCATIONS IN
STATES WITH CONGRESSIONALLY-
AUTHORIZED COST OF LIVING AD-
JUSTMENTS.

“Beginning in fiscal year 2001 and there-
after, a state in which federal employees re-
ceive a special allowance because of the high
cost of living or conditions of environment
which differ substantially from conditions in
other parts of the country as provided under
section 1 of title IV of Public Law 102-141 (105
Stat. 861) shall receive an allotment of no
less than $2,000,000 under the Smith Lever
Act of 1914, as amended (7 U.S.C. 343).”

AMENDMENT NO. 1553

(Purpose: To amend S. 1233 to provide a min-
imum allocation of Hatch Act funds to
States subject to a special statutory cost
of living adjustment)

At the appropriate place in the bill insert
the following new section:
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“SEC. . HATCH ACT ALLOCATIONS IN STATES
WITH CONGRESSIONALLY-AUTHOR-
IZED COST OF LIVING ADJUST-
MENTS.

“Beginning in fiscal year 2001 and there-
after, a state in which federal employees re-
ceive a special allowance because of the high
cost of living or conditions of environment
which differ substantially from conditions in
other parts of the country as provided under
section 1 of title IV of Public Law 102-141 (105
Stat. 861) shall receive an allotment of no
less than $2,000,000 under 7 U.S.C. 361c(c).”

AMENDMENT NO. 1554
(Purpose: To set aside certain funds for pro-
grams and activities of the Livestock Mar-
keting Information Center in Lakewood,

Colorado, with an offset)

On page 13, line 16, strike ‘‘$115,075,000”’ and
insert ‘‘$114,825,000"".

On page 14, line 19, strike ¢$13,966,000’ and
insert ‘‘$14,216,000"".

On page 14, line 22, before the period at the
end, insert the following: ¢, of which not less
than $250,000 shall be provided to carry out
market analysis programs at the Livestock
Marketing Information Center in Lakewood,
Colorado”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1555
(Purpose: To require the use of certain funds
transferred to the Economic Research

Service to conduct a study of reasons for

the decline in participation in the food

stamp program and any problems that
households with eligible children have ex-
perienced in obtaining food stamps)

On page 9, line 9, strike *$2,000,000"" and in-
sert ““$2,500,000"".

On page 9, line 12, after ‘‘tions:”’, insert the
following: ‘‘: Provided further, That not more
than $500,000 of the amount transferred under
the preceding proviso shall be available to
conduct, not later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, a study based
on all available administrative data and on-
site inspections conducted by the Secretary
of Agriculture of local food stamp offices in
each State, of (1) reasons for the decline in
participation in the food stamp program, and
(2) any problems that households with eligi-
ble children have experienced in obtaining
food stamps, and to report the results of the
study to the Committee on Agriculture of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry of the Senate:”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1556

On page 13, line 19, strike ‘“$56,201,000”’ and
insert ‘56,401,000,

On page 13, on line 13 strike ‘‘$114,825,000"’
and insert ‘‘114,625,000"".

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, I rise
to elaborate on my amendment that
would provide $200,000 in funding under
the Cooperative State Research, Edu-
cation, and Extension Service
(CSREES) to a research project in
North Carolina to improve early detec-
tion of crop diseases. This funding
boost is accomplished through an offset
in NRI.

This funding would go to North Caro-
lina State which will work in conjunc-
tion with the University of North Caro-
lina at Greensboro to create an innova-
tive early warning system for crop fail-
ure.

Mr. President, more than 30% of crop
failures could be prevented if farmers
had an early warning of disease or in-
sect damage. However, by the time
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most diseases and insect infestations
are visible to the naked eye, they are
too far advanced for effective treat-
ment.

The University of North Carolina at
Greensboro has been conducting a se-
ries of experiments that would intro-
duce a color-change gene into crops
such as soybeans and cranberries.
These crops could be genetically engi-
neered to change color when under
stress, insect attack or diseased. A
farmer could then shine a black light
on the leaves and see the damage long
before it is visible to the naked eye.
Armed with this early warning, he
could begin dealing with the problem
long before it becomes fatal to the
crop.

This is an important project to sup-
port. The research will help bring crop
management into the 21st century and
could help farmers avert needless dis-
asters. And it could yield enormous
benefits soon.

AMENDMENT NO. 1557

(Purpose: To ensure timely testing of im-
ports under the President’s Food Safety
Initiative)

At the appropriate place insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . It is the sense of the Senate that
the Food and Drug Administration, to the
maximum extent possible, when conducting
Food Safety Initiative, ensure timely testing
of produce imports by conducting survey
tests at the USDA or FDA laboratory closest
to the port of entry if testing result are not
provided within twenty-four hours of collec-
tion.

AMENDMENT NO. 1558

(Purpose: To provide that the price of milk
received by producers in Clark County, Ne-
vada, shall not be subject to any Federal
milk marketing order or any other regula-
tion by the Secretary of Agriculture and
shall solely be regulated by the State of
Nevada and the Nevada State Dairy Com-
mission)

On page 76, between lines 6 and 7, insert
the following:

SEC. T DEREGULATION OF PRODUCER
MILK PRICES IN CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.—Ef-
fective October 1, 1999, section 8c(11) of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act (7 U.S.C.
608c(11)), reenacted with amendments by the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘(D) PRODUCER MILK PRICES IN CLARK COUN-
TY, NEVADA.—The price of milk received by
producers located in Clark County, Nevada—

‘(i) shall not be subject to any order issued
under this section or any other regulation by
the Secretary; and

‘“(ii) shall solely be regulated by the State
of Nevada and the Nevada State Dairy Com-
mission.”.

AMENDMENT NO. 1559

(Purpose: To express the sense of the Senate
concerning actions by the World Trade Or-
ganization relating to trade in agricultural
commodities)

On page 76, between lines 6 and 7, insert
the following:

SEC. . The Senate finds that—

(1) agricultural producers in the United
States compete effectively when world mar-
kets are not distorted by government inter-
vention;
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(2) the elimination of barriers to competi-
tion in world markets for agricultural com-
modities is in the interest of producers and
consumers in the United States;

(3) the United States must provide leader-
ship on the opening of the agricultural mar-
kets in upcoming multilateral World Trade
Organization negotiations;

(4) countries that import agricultural com-
modities are more likely to liberalize prac-
tices if they are confident that their trading
partners will not curtail the availability of
agricultural commodities on world markets
for foreign policy purposes; and

(5) a multilateral commitment to use the
open market, rather than government inter-
vention, to guarantee food security would
advance the interests of the farm community
of the United States.

(b) It is the sense of the Senate that mem-
bers of the World Trade Organization should
undertake multilateral negotiations to
eliminate policies and programs that distort
world markets for agricultural commodities.

AMENDMENT NO. 1560

(Purpose: To provide additional funding to

existing research programs)

On page 13, line 13, strike ‘56,401,000’ and
insert in lieu thereof ‘56,901,000,

On page 13, line 16, strike ‘114,625,000’ and
insert in lieu thereof “114,125,000’.

Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, the amend-
ment I introduce will increase the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin’s Babcock Insti-
tute’s Special Research Grant to
$800,000, with $300,000 being appro-
priated from the Cooperative State Re-
search, Education and Extension Serv-
ice’s (CSREES) Competitive Research
Grant Market, Trade and Policy ac-
count.

This amendment will also increase
funding for the University’s Food Sys-
tem Research Group Special Research
Grant to $700,000, with $200,000 appro-
priated from the Cooperative State Re-
search, Education and Extension Serv-
ice’s (CSREES) Competitive Research
Grant Nutrition, Food Quality and
Health account.

AMENDMENT NO. 1561
(Purpose: To provide an additional $2,000,000
for the Grain Inspection, Packers and

Stockyards Administration, offset from

the Economic Research Service)

Amend page 22, line 26 by increasing the
dollar figure by $2,000,000.

Amend page 9, line 8 by reducing the dollar
figure by $2,000,000.

Amend page 9, line 15 by striking the line
and inserting in lieu thereof the following:
¢‘2225); Provided further, That university re-
search shall be reduced below the fiscal year
1999 level by $2,000,000.”

GIPSA AMENDMENT
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, this
amendment is offered on behalf of Sen-
ators DASCHLE, WELLSTONE, and myself
to provide an additional $2 million for
the Grain Inspection, Packers and
Stockyards Administration, known as
GIPSA. This agency performs a critical
role in ensuring open markets and fair
trade practices for the livestock mar-
ket. These are issues of great concern
to livestock producers, especially in re-
cent years as low prices have raised
questions about decreasing competi-
tion, inadequate price information and
possible abuses of market power.
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The Packers and Stockyards Pro-
gram at GIPSA already has large de-
mands placed on its investigative, ana-
lytical and legal resources. Congress
and others are putting pressure on
GIPSA to conduct more and more so-
phisticated investigations under sig-
nificant time pressure.

One of the strongest needs is for
rapid response teams which are sent
out to specific areas where serious
complaints are occurring to quickly
determine what is happening and to
quickly resolve the problems that are
occurring so farmers can get real relief
in a timely manner.

GIPSA continues to oversee con-
tracting practices, which are the sub-
ject of increasing concern, scrutiny and
debate.

In an ever-faster paced market,
GIPSA must have the resources to
meet its responsibilities. These addi-
tional funds are essential to ensuring
that the nation’s livestock markets re-
main fair and open to all producers.

The amendment is paid for by reduc-
ing the funding for the Economic Re-
search Service. The reduction will be
from academic research contracted out
by that agency.

CHILE AS SPECIALTY CROP

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I
would like to address the distinguished
chairman of the Agriculture Appropria-
tions Committee on an issue associated
with the emergency agriculture dis-
aster aid package.

The amendment adopted by the Sen-
ate to provide emergency agriculture
disaster aid includes a provision to as-
sist the producers of specialty crops.
May I enquire of the distinguished Sen-
ator from Mississippi if chile crops in
New Mexico would be eligible for emer-
gency aid under the specialty crop pro-
vision?

Mr. COCHRAN. I respond to my
friend from New Mexico that he has re-
quested the assistance of the appro-
priations subcommittee in addressing
the serious situation of New Mexico’s
chile farmers, and it is the intention of
the subcommittee that the chile crop
would be eligible for assistance under
the specialty crop provision of the bill.

Mr. DOMENICI. I thank the distin-
guished Subcommittee Chairman for
clarifying his understanding and mine
that New Mexico’s chile producers
would be eligible for assistance
through the specialty crop provisions
of the pending Agriculture appropria-
tions bill.

I appreciate his assistance on this
important matter.

COLD WAR AQUACULTURE RESEARCH CENTER

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, as the
distinguished Senator from Mississippi
is aware, at the present time, the
United States has no capability for the
culture of cold-water, marine finfish,
and the industry continues to need a
consistent supply of high quality eggs
or juvenile organisms. At the same
time, I am especially aware as Chair of
the Oceans and Fisheries Sub-
committee, that many important wild
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fish stocks in the United States, in-
cluding the Gulf of Maine, as well as
around the world, are suffering from
overharvesting. This has the potential
to greatly diminish the food supply of
many nations whose greatest source of
protein is from the fish they catch. The
opportunity for cold water aquaculture
research is immense and the rewards
great for U.S. salmon farming in par-
ticular, which is a strategic industry in
my State of Maine, especially in the
rural area of Downeast Maine.

It is important for the committee to
know that representatives of the Maine
Atlantic salmon industry and the Uni-
versity of Maine have been working
with USDA’s Agricultural Research
Service and have defined the need to
study the feasibility of a research cen-
ter concept, program criteria and site
criteria, site identification and evalua-
tion. Once this has been completed, I
hope we can look forward to the com-
mittee’s future consideration for estab-
lishing a cold-water, marine aqua-
culture research center in an appro-
priate State such as Maine.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, there is
no question that cold-water marine
aquaculture holds enormous exciting
potential that remains untapped by the
Federal Government. Despite its cryp-
tic name, cold-water marine aqua-
culture is the lifeblood of a very tan-
gible important industry. Each year
millions of Atlantic salmon are raised
in the cold quick-moving coastal water
off the coast of Downeast Maine. The
strong tides and rocky coast combined
with many sheltering islands provide
the perfect environment for a commer-
cially viable finfish aquaculture indus-
try. My discussions with the Agricul-
tural Resources Service, experienced
aquaculturalists, and researchers at
the University of Maine have con-
firmed that the coast of Maine would,
indeed, be an excellent location for
Federal research into marine aqua-
culture.

I understand that language included
in the Agricultural appropriations bill
requires ARS to study all of its current
aquacultural activities. Is it the chair-
man’s understanding that the study
referenced in this bill will focus on,
among other things, the feasibility of
marine cold-water research program?

Mr. COCHRAN. I understand that my
colleagues from Maine have a deep in-
terest in furthering cold-water aqua-
culture research on marine species, es-
pecially since cold water aquaculture
is an important industry in their
State. In marking up the FY2000 appro-
priations, the committee considered
the need for the Agricultural Research
Service to update warmwater aqua-
culture research activities and in our
report language, directed the ARS to
submit to the committee by January
31, 2000, a report that will not only up-
date warmwater aquaculture research
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activities but also to include all aqua-
culture research currently being con-
ducted by the agency. The report lan-
guage also requires the agency to ad-
dress the agency’s current capacity and
requirements for additional resources
to meet future needs and issues con-
fronting the Nation’s aquaculture
farmers, including opportunities in
rural America. I agree that cold water
aquaculture research needs are in-
cluded in the overall mandate of the
report language. I also believe the ARS
report will be helpful in establishing
the need for coldwater aquaculture re-
search for marine species.

Ms. COLLINS. I appreciate the fur-
ther clarification and would like to ask
one additional question if I may. Could
the study called for in the report ad-
dress the feasibility and desirability of
establishing a cold-water aquaculture
research program in the State of
Maine?

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes, that will be
added to the report mandate.

Ms. COLLINS. My colleague and
friend from Mississippi is clearly dedi-
cated to the well-being of rural citizens
from across the Nation. I thank him
for his clarification of this matter of
great importance to rural, coastal
Maine and look forward to enacting
this important legislation.

Ms. SNOWE. I thank my colleague
from Mississippi not only for recog-
nizing the importance of cold water
aquaculture research for marine spe-
cies but also for his continued fine
work as Chair of the Senate agricul-
tural appropriations process where he
continues to be a strong advocate for
numerous facets of agricultural re-
search throughout the country.

HUMAN NUTRITION RESEARCH

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I wish
to thank the Chairman for his long-
standing support of agricultural re-
search and, more specifically, of the
human nutrition research programs of
the Agricultural Research Service.

Emphasis in human nutrition re-
search at the USDA is designed to
maintain a healthy populace and avoid
the problems and substantial costs of
diseases linked to poor dietary choices.
Many diseases such as diabetes, cancer,
osteoporosis, cataracts, and others,
could be nearly eliminated with im-
proved nutrition research and edu-
cation.

The President’s budget requested
$20.25 million for the Human Nutrition
Initiative, but because of significant
constraints resulting from the alloca-
tion, the bill provides only $1.5 million.
Of the $53 million originally requested
for the program, $48.5 million is still
needed.

These funds would reconcile produc-
tion agriculture, which provides Amer-
ica the most abundant and safest food
supply in the world, with consumer de-
mands for a wholesome diet to enhance
health, reduce illness, and improve the
quality of life.

Does the Chairman agree that be-
cause of the critical nature of funding
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for the program the Human Nutrition
Initiative is a subject that should be
evaluated in greater detail during con-
ference on this bill?

Mr. KOHL. I concur in my colleague’s
comments that funding for this pro-
gram should be an item of discussion
and greater support during conference
with the House on this bill, and will
work with him to that end.

GMO ACCESS IN SOUTHEAST ASIA

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I and the
several members of this Subcommittee
have spent a considerable amount of
time working to ensure that other na-
tions do not unfairly discriminate
against genetically modified crops
grown by American farmers. These
crops hold great promise for elimi-
nating hunger in the developing na-
tions of the world. In addition, ad-
vances in biotechnology will lead to a
reduction in the use of pesticides, im-
provements in soil quality and many
GMO (Genetically Modified Organisms)
crops have documented health benefits.
It would truly be a disaster for the peo-
ple of those nations—as well as for
farm families in this country—if the
benefits of these products are lost be-
cause of unsound science or straight up
protectionism.

We are all aware of the problems that
we face in opening markets for these
products in Europe and many of my
colleagues are aware that we face new
labeling requirements in Japan. What
many of my colleagues may not realize
is that the same groups that are fight-
ing these products in Europe are fund-
ing similar efforts to stop the introduc-
tion and consumption of GMO products
in developing countries around the
world—some of the very countries that
stand to benefit the most from these
products. The opponents are now turn-
ing their attention to a key U.S. mar-
ket—Southeast Asia. This area of the
world is home to a half billion con-
sumers and the income levels are well
above those in countries such as India
or China. Unfortunately, the GMO op-
ponents are busy at work to keep us
from competing fairly in the markets
of Southeast Asia.

In Thailand, Malaysia, the Phil-
ippines and other countries in the re-
gion, American producers are facing a
real threat of closed markets due to
the efforts of non-governmental groups
based mostly in Europe. This is a very
important time in the region as a num-
ber of governments are studying how
to and whether to regulate genetically
modified organisms. As governments
are reviewing the issues, it would be a
tremendous mistake to allow the GMO
opponents to go unanswered. As a gov-
ernment, we should be making every
effort to assist our farmers and pro-
ducers in educating government offi-
cials in these countries as to the sound
scientific reviews that have been con-
ducted on these products and the ex-
tensive regulatory approval process
that the products are subjected to in
the United States. Unfortunately, it
appears